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"ABC'S ISSUES AND ANSWERS" (Excerpts) | | September 9, 1962 (11) 

GUEST: Paul H. Nitze, Assistant Secretary of State for : ᾿ 
‘International Security Affairs 

PANEL: Bob Clark and 


John ‘Scali, ABC Correspondents 


QUESTION: eee The Chinese Nationalist Government has just confirmed that 
one of its U-2'planes is missing over Communist China. Can you tell us when 
and why the United States turned over U-2's to the Nationalist Air Force? 


MR. NITZE: ‘The agencies of the United States government have made a very 
gareful investigation of this point and I believe the State Department has just 
issued a statement in which they have said that the Lockheed Aircraft Company | 
entered into direct negotiations with the Chinese Nationalists in 1960 for the 
sale of two U-2's to the Chinese Nationalists. An export license was issued 
- 40 cover the export of these two U-2's. : | 


QUESTION: Was the plane Chinese Nationalist or was it American? 


MR. NITZE: It was a Chinese Nationalist plane. The United States does not 
fly planes over Communist China. | | 
QUESTION: Isn't this new incident going to enbarrass the United States 
pretty badly since we have made so mich of the fact that we are not flying U-2's 
) over the Soviet and Communist China ourselves? | ' 


MR. NITZE: Well, it is not a happy event. 


QUESTION: . . . could yo tell us... whether we were aware that the 
Chinese Nationalists were flying U-2's over Communist territory? 


MR. NITZE: This I can't comment on. 
QUESTION: Have we given U-2's to any allies other than Nationalist China? 


-MR. NITZE: I can't comment on that either. ‘The State Department . . . must. 
comment on an affair of this kind. | | | OS 


| QUESTION: . »« « Do you have eny reason to believe, regardless of 8-2, whether 
the Chinese have Soviet surface-to-air missiles that can go up sixty to seventy 
thousand feet, wherever the U-2 was fiying? | | 


MR, NITZE: Well, I presume they must have some surface to air missiles. *** 

I think the United Stetes has. grounds for being concerned about the military © 

assistance which the Soviet Union is giving to Cuba. This has been going on for 

8. lodg period of time. But in recent weeks we have received evidence that the 
Soviet Union hes supplied Cuba with surface-to-air missiles. These are defensive 
. missiles, anti-aircraft missiles, and elso torpedo boats with missiles of e range 
of 15 miles, and I think we have grounds for concern about this, even though what 

) they have supplied so far is purely defensive. | | 


QUESTION: Do you mean concern about the possiblity of a Cammnist offensive 
that would endanger the security of the United States? 


το οἷ ΜΕ. NITZE: No, I think the grounds for concern are first of all that this 
- assistence the Soviets are giving Castro makes it more difficult for the Cuban 

. People ever to restore their freedom, and secondly, this helps Castro consolidate 
. Bis position in Cuba and thereby might increase the possibility that Cuba could 
ssbe“used as a base for Commmist infiltration into the rest of the hemisphere. 
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(Continued) — | | | ΝΞ 
And opviously we have also gov some concern; not very great, about Guentanamo, 
where we have very solid and legal rigvts, but I am quite sure that Mr. Castro 
would not contemplate ettacking Cuantaueno, The Navy hes looked into this and 
can assure the defense cf Guantanamo. 


QUESTION: oe « fre we considering any kind of military action against 
Castro? | 


MR. NITZE: Presideat Kennedy meade it very clear that we are not contemplating 
an invasion of Cuba. He did, however, also state that we would not permit | 
Communist eggression from Cuba to be applied against any country in this hemis- 
phere and we would use whatever force was necessary in order to prevent that. 


“QUESTION: ὁ « . you have made the point that the weepans shipments thus far 
are defensive in cheracter. What vould our reaction be if Castro were to iastall 
longer renge Commmist missiles on his territory, something like an MREM, for 
example, which could reach American territory? ᾿ 


Ἔ, NITZE: Well, this would be contrary to the policy that the Soviet 
Union hes followed in the past with respect to its satellites. I would think 
thet the Commmists would consider very carefully before they made such 8 move, » 
‘because this would have the most serious consequences if they were to do it. 


. τ Ἃς . 

QUESTION: 9... » do you mean if we felt the Soviet arms buildup in Cuba was 
reaching the point where it was beccming dangerous to our security, that we mignt 
then consider a naval blockade of Soviet vessels? | | 


| MR. NITZE: We would consider the measures necessery for the security of 
ourselves and of the hemisphere. | | 


QUESTION: Couldn't this be even more dangerous then en invasion of Cuba, 
if we start stopping the Soviet ships on the higc seas? Aren't we then risxing 
a big war? ΝΞ ᾿ 


ΜΈ. NITZE: As I said, I think it is wlikely that the Soviets would make 
this change in policy. If they were to make such e change in policy, this could 
have the most serious consequences. | 


QUESTION: «οὐραῖς of the speculation ebout the reason for the Soviet weepons 
shipments bas been that Castro is thinking of. either eavesdropping on, or jamming 
American leunches at Cape Canaveral. Do we have any reason to believe thet he 
‘might went to-do scmething like this? _ | | 


MR, NITZE: No. Associated with the enti-aircreft missiles also that the 
Soviet have delivered to Cuba, there hes been electronic ana radar equipment, 
but there is no evidence of the type of thing of which he speaks. 


QUESTION: President Kennedy end the Administration have made it clear that 
in hendling the Castro problem they want to deal through the Organization of 
American States so as to get collective action if possible. If the other American 
representatives Grag their feet now thet there is evidence of this considerable 
shipment of weapons and technicians, would you favor going it alone if necessary? 


MR. NITZE: I think there has been 4 considerable evolution of thougnt in 
Latin America in the lest year or so with respect to Cuba. I think there is a 
far greater realization of the degree to which the Castro movement is in fact a 

-tool of the Commmist movement. I think there is e greater feeling of the threat 
to the hemisphere which the Castro regime preseats end therefore J think it is 
more likely than it might have been jn the past tnat. there would be support in 


_the OAS for measures_which_sare_necess ar v= 


MR. NITZE: The agencies of the United States government have made a very 
careful investigation of this point and I believe the State Department has just 
issued a statement in which they have said that the Lockheed Aircraft Company 
entered into direct negotiations with the Chinese Nationalists in 1960 for the 
sale of two U-2's to the Chinese Nationalists. An export license was issued 
to cover the export of these two U-2's. | | | 


QUESTION: Was the plane Chinese Nationalist or was it American? 


MR. NITZE: It was a Chinese Nationalist plane. The United States does not 
fly planes over Communist China. 


QUESTION: Isn't this new incident going to embarress the United States 
pretty badly since we have made so much of the fact that we are not flying U-2's 
over the Soviet and Communist China ourselves? 


MR. NITZE: Well, it is not a happy event. 


QUESTION: . . » could you tell us . . . whether we were aware that the 
Chinese Nationalists were flying U-2's over Communist territory? 


MR. NITZE: This I can't conment on. 
QUESTION: Have we given U-2's to any allies other then Nationalist China? 


MR. NITZE: I can't comment on that either. The State Department ve. must © 
comment on en effeir of this kind. . | | 


QUESTION: e e « DO you have any reason to believe, regardless of U-2, whether 
the Chinese have Soviet surface-to-air missiles that can go up sixty to seventy 
thousand feet, wherever the U-2 was flying? | 


MR. NITZE: Well, I presume they must have some surface to air missiles. *** 

I think the United States has grounds for being concerned about the military 
assistance which the Soviet Union is giving to Cuba. This has been going on for 
a loug period of time. But in recent weeks we beve received evidence that the 
Soviet Union hes supplied Cuba with surface-to-air missiles. These are defensive 

_missiles, anti-aircraft missiles, and also torpedo boats with missiles of ea range 
of 15 miles, and I think we have grounds for concern about this, even though what 
they have supplied so far is purely defensive. ΕΣ ᾿ 


QUESTION: Do you mean concern about the possiblity of a Communist offensive 
that would endanger the security of the United States? | 


MR. NITZE: No, I think the grounds for concern are first of all that this 
assistance the Soviets are giving Castro makes dt more difficult Por the Cuban 
people ever to restore their freedom, and secondly, this helps Castro consolidate | 
- his position in Cuba and thereby might increase the possibility that Cuba could 
“be used as a base for Communist infiltration into the rest of the hemisphere. 
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MR, NITZE: President Kennedy made it very clear that we ere not contemplating 
an invasion of Cuba. He did, however, also state that we would not permit 


Communist eggression from Cuba to be applied against any country in this hemis- 
phere and we would use whatever force wes necessary in order to prevent that. 


<QUESTION: . ὁ . you have made the point that the weepons shipments thus Tar 
are defensive in character. What vould our reaction be if Castro were to install 
longer range Commmist missiles on his territory, something like an MREM, for 
example, which could reach American territory? | ΝΕ 


ΜΞ. NITZE: Well, this would be contrary to the policy that the Soviet. 
Union has followed in the pest with respect to its satellives. I would think 
thet the Communists wou.d consider very carefully before they made such ἃ move, 
because this would have the most serious consequences if they were to do it. 


| | | ; 

QUESTION; . + » do you mean if we felt the Soviet arms buildup in Cuba was 
reaching the point where it was vecoming dangerous to our security, that we might 
then consider a naval blockade of Soviet vessels? 


MR. NITZE: We would censider the measures necessary for the security of 
ourselves and of the hemisphere. 


QUESTION: Couldn't this be even more dangerous than en invasion of Cuba, 
if we start stopping the Soviet ships orn the high seas? Aren't we then risking 
a big war? . . ' | 


MR. NITZE: 45 I said, I tnink it is unlikely that the Soviets would meke. 
this chenge in policy. If they were to make such δ change in policy, this could 
heve the most serious consequences. . 

QUESTION: .-epart of the speculation ebout the reason for the Soviet weapons 
shipments has been that Castro is thinking of. either eavesdropping on, or jamming 
American leunches et Cape Cenaverel. Do we have any reason to believe thet he 
might want to-do scmething Like this? 


MR. NITZE: No. Associated with the anti-aircreft missiles also thet the 
Soviet have delivered to Cuba, there has been electronic and rader equipment, 
but there is no evidence of the type of thing of which he speaks. ' 


QUESTION: President Kennedy end the Administration have meade it clear that 
in handling the Castro problem they want to deal through the Organization of 
American States so as to get collective action if possible. If the other American 
representatives drag their feet now that there is evidence of this considerable 
shipment of weapons and technicians, would you favor going it alone if necessary? 


MR, NITZE: I think there has been a considerable evolution of thougot in © 
Latin America in the lest year or so wiin respect to Cuba. I think there is a 
far greater realization of the degree to waicb the Castro movement is in fact a 
tool of the Commmist movement. I think there is a greeter Peeling of the threat 
to the hemisvhere which the Castro regime presents end therefore I think it is 
more likely than it might heve been in the past tnaat there would be support in 
the OAS for measures whick are necessary. > | | 
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~ QUESTION: Is the δαῦτο problem the reason the President has asked for 

authority to call up 19%000 Reserves? | 

MR, NIPZE: No, not the Cutan problem by itsel?. The point here is shat. . 
Congress is about to go our of session. Last yeer the Congress gave the President 
the authority to cell up up to 250,000 men in the event he needed to. During © 
the Berlin crisis some 160,000 I believe were called up. But during the period 
these reserves were in service, heasures Were taken to greetly increase the readi-— 
ness cf ow’ regular camhat forces. The number of regular combat divisions was 
snereasead fron ll to 1é, or by LS nercent. Therefore we are in better shape now 
then we were last yeer. Therefore we are hopeful that it will not be necessary 
to cali up the Reserves. In any event, it is not contemplated thet any of tha 
Reserves that were called wo lest year would be called up-under this suthor: ty. 


QUESTION: Would you say the Cuban situstion rather then Berlin, for instance, 
is the chief reason woy Mr. Kennedy asked for this authority? 


MR, NIPZE: I think it is quite possible that there will be an increase in 
pressure someplace in the world prior to next February, the end of this authority. 
Tt might be in Berlin, it might be in Southeast Asia, it might be in Cube, it 

might be in a combination οὗ all. Buy in any case it seemed wise to ask the 
Congress for the additional flexibility which this authority to call up 150,000 
men gives us. | | | | 


® QUESTION: . . « I seem to recell that a few months ago the Pentagon or 8 
Pentagon spokesman said we would seek to meet future crises without having to 
call up the Reserves, mainly because of what you pointed out, that the regular 
Army has now been increased and our conventional forces are that much stronger. 


᾿ MR. NITZE: Well, this is our purpose, to reduce the necessity of having to 
cell up Reserves by heving stronger reaay forces then these we beve produced to 
the extent I heve mentioned, and are ccentinuing to increase the power of our 
-eonbat ready forces. However, if a crisis were to arise and it were necessary 
to deploy same of these conoat-reacy forces then it might be wise to call some 
of ‘the Reserves to fill the gap which had beex left by those ready forces which 
were deployed. In other words, we would not went to use Reserves to meet the 
jmmediate issue, but it might be wise in the United States' interests to call up 
Reserves to fill that gap. ΟῚ ΝΕ 


: QUESTION: + + 915 there any Administration plan to act to do something 
᾿ ebout Castro if the danger continues on the present level? 


WR, NETZE: At the moment, es I said, the assistance which the Soviets have 
giver eppears vo be GeZensive in nature. . | 


QUESTION: Do you mean to imply as loag as thet is the picture we don't 
plen any real action? | | ες | | 


ao. MR. NITZES We don't contemplate action of the type I think you are suggesting. 
Θ᾽ QUESTION: 


| . « » Do you think thet Castro, with 30 shiploads or so of Soviet ᾿ 
᾿ς ‘weepons and some 3500 technicians is in danger of dying on the vine at any time 
| 26 the foreseeable Future? 7 | | 


τς  MRANETZE: I would doubt whether Castro's true support amongst the Cuban Btu 
Je is as great as it was at one time. I think a regime of his type does Ju 
~ known to its own people. I should think that more end more his control ww 
che Cuben people depends on the force of his arms, the arms he is getting 
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(Continued) 
from the Soviet Union. This kind οὐ support can be fragile. 


| τι | 
QUESTION: Is there an active opposition against him -- guerrilles in the 


mountains .or: elsewhere, organizing and hoping for the day when they can over- 
throw him? 


MR. NITZE: There are some indications of that kind of thing, but it does 


not appear Probable thet it is strong enough to take any action in the near-term 
future. 


QUESTION: Way do you think he has mobilized ali these civilian militia? 


‘Do you think he has them parading up and down the beach looking for a major 
invasion? | 


oMR. NIQZE: I think he is scared of his own people. 


QUES STION: Do you think 3 we should be doing something . . . to encourage 
counter-revolution? . 


MR. NITZE: Certain types of action on our part could be counter productive. 
It could give him the argument with his ow people that it is the U.S. and not 
himself that is ‘the threat to them. . 


QUESTION: e « e there have been those who heave said that if and when we 
ever took any action against Mr. Castro, that it is almost certain that the 
Soviets would retaliate against us by creating crises elsewhere, perhavs by 


squeezing us very hard in Berlin. Do you think thet this is a serious possi- 
bility? — | | | 


MR, NITZE: Well, it is true today various situations in the world are | 
interrelated. One can't just look at Berlin as en isolated case, one can't just 
look at Cuba as an isolated case, or at Southeast Asia, or eat any one of these 
other things. They are to some degree interrelated but it isn't necessary to 
go as far as I thought you were suggesting, thet to do samething in Cube would 
| necessarily mean that something would happen someplace else. 


εϑοτοῦ: Do you see Cuba as possibly part of a grend strategy of the 


Soviet to force us eventually to give up some ΟΣ cur military bases in places 
like Iran, Turkey and Toailand? | 


: ΜΆ. NITZE: I think basically what Mr. Khrushchev is trying to do is to 
make a totally invalid point. he point I think he is trying to make is that 
there is a similarity between the defense and the assistance we are giving to 
places that are threatened by Communist aggression, to the support thet he is 
giving to Castro. Now what one really ought to look at is the purpose behind the 
two types of assistance. The assistance that we have been giving is in order 
to enable countries to maintain governments of their owa choice. Would, except 
for our assistance, the government of Viet Nam still be there? Would the govern- 
ment of the Republic of Korea still be there? I doubt thet they would be. But 
then if you look at our neighbors, none of those neighbors are in any way threatened 
by our exercising control or domination over them. All you have to do is to look | 
at the history of the last 20 years and at the map to see the difference in basic 
purpose which has been demonstrated over the last 20 years, the things that the | 
Comnunists are trying to do and what we are trying to do and therefore it is not . 
at all correct to draw this anelogy between the assistence we are giving to some 
country like India, Pakistan or Viet Nam to the assistence the Russians are 
giving to Cuba. 


(Continued) 
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‘inersased from 11 to 16, or by 45 percent. Therefore we are in better shape now 
than we were last yeer. Therefore we are hopeful that it will not be necessary 
to cali up the Reserves. In any event, it is not contemplated that any of the 
Reserves that were called up Lest yeer would be called wp-under this author. ty. 


QUESTION: | Would you say the Cuban situstion rather then Berlin, tor instance, 
is the chief reeson woy Mr. Kennedy asked for this authority? 


MR. NITZE; I think it is quite possible that there will. be an increase in 
pressure someplace in the world prior to next February, the end of this euthority. 
It might be in Berlin, it migot be in Southeast Asia, it might be in Cube, it 
mignt be in a cambination of all. But in any case it seemed wise to ask the 


a Ὁ 


Congress for the additional flexibility which this authority to call up 150,000 
men gives us. 


|) QUESTION: eee I seex to recell that a few months ago the Pentagon or a ᾿" 
Pentagon spokesman said we would seek to meet future crises without heving to 
call up the Reserves, mainly because of what you pointed out, that the regular 
Army has “now “been increased and our conventional forces are that much stronger. 


MR. NITZE: Well, this is our purpose, to reduce the necessity of baving to 
cell up Reserves by heving stronger ready forces than these we beve produced to 
the extent I have mentioned, and are continuing to increase the power of our | 
combat reedy forces. However, if a crisis were to arise and it were necessary 
to deplcy sane of these conoat~-reaay forces then it might be wise to call some 
of the Reserves. to Pill the gap which hed beer left by those ready forces which 
were deployed. In other words, we would not went to use Reserves to meet the 
immediate issue, but it might be wise in the United States' interests to call up 
Reserves to ‘fill that GBD | 


quasiion: . e «15 there any Administration plan to act to do something 
sbout Castro if the Ganger continues on the present level? | 


PR, NITZE: At the moment, as I said, the assistence which the Soviets have 
giver appears vo be cdetensive in nature. 


QUESTION: Do you meas to imply as toag | as thet 4s the picture we don't 
plen any real action? 


IR. NITZE: We don't contemplate action of the type I think you are suggesting. 


QuESa ION: . +» Do you think thet Castro, with 30 shiploads or so of Soviet ᾿ 
weepons end some 3500 technicians is in danger of dying on ‘the vine at any time 
ον ἜΝ foreseeable future’ | 


MR .NUPZE: I would doubt whether Castro's true support amoz gst the Cuban POPU 
mn is es great as it was at one time. I think ἃ regime of his type does Surat 
- kndwa to its ow people. 1 should think that more and more his control ows. 

che Cuben people depends on the force of his arms, the arms he is getting 
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not avpear probable 


, term 
future. 


- sO) . 

that it is strong enough to teke any action in the near~ 
QUESTION: Why do you think he has mobilized all these civilian militia? 
Do you think he has them parading up and dow the beach Looking for a major 
. tavesion? ΕΝ ΝΞΟ | | . 


MR, NITZE: I think he is scared of his own people. 


QUESTION: Do you think we should be doing something ... to encourage 
counter-revolution? | | 

| MR. NITZE: Certain types of action on our part could be counter productive. 
It could give him the argument with his ow people that it is the U.S. and not 
himself that is the threat to them. | 


QUESTION: .. . there have been these who heve said that if and when we 
ever took any action against Mr. Castro, that it is almost certain that the 
Soviets would retaliate against us by Creating crises elsewhere, perhaps by 


Squeezing us very hard in Berlin. Do you think thet this is e serious possi- 
bility? oO ΝΣ Ν | 


MR, NITZE: Well, it is true today various situations in the world are 
interrelated. One can't just look at Berlin as an isclated cese, one can't just 
look at Cuba as an isolated case, or at Southeast Asia, or at any one of these 
other things. They are to some degree interrelated but it isn't necessary to 
go as far as I thought you were suggesting, that to do something in Cuba would 


necessarily mean that something would happen someplace else. 


QUESTIGN: Do you see Cuba as possibly part of a grand strategy of the 
Soviet to force us eventually to give up some of our militery bases in places 
dike Iran, Turkey era Thailand? — τος 


ΜΆ. NITZE: I think basically what Mr. Khrushchev is trying to do is ἕο 
make a totelly invalid point. The point I think he is trying to make is that 
there is 8 similarity between the defense and the assistence we are giving to 
places that are threatened by Camunist aggression, to the support thet he is " 
Giving to Castro. Now what one really ought to look at is the purpose behind the 
two types of assistance. The assistance that we have been Giving is in order | 
_ to enable countries to maintain governments of their ow choice. Would, excent © 
_ for our essistance, the government of Viet Nam still be there? Would the govern- 

ment of the Republic of Korea still be there? I doubt thet they would be. But 


then if you look at our neighbors, none of those neighbors are in any way threatened 


by our exercising control or domination over then. All you have to do is to look 
at the history of the last 20 years and at the map to see the difference in basic 
purpose which has been demonstrated over the last 20 years, the things that the | 
Communists are trying to do end what we are trying to do and therefore it is not 
at ali correct to draw this analogy between the assistence we are giving to some 
country like India, Pakistan or Viet Nem to the assistence the Russians 2re 
giving to Cuba. | BS Π 
| | : (Contimied } 
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 - QUESTTIoN: Well, whether this is correct or not, don't you think there ἢ 
15 & valid fear in the Russian mind of our militery bases ringing the Soviet? 


| MR. NITZE: No, I think this really springs from vat the Communists 
know to be their own policy. The Communists have made it perfectly clear 
that they ‘consider that eventuelly there must come aoout the triumph of 

the Communist system worldwide. This is what their doctrine tells them 

end they ccasider themselves duty-bound to use all their resources including 
these supports, to bring about that worldwide triumph. | 

Now when they know that this is their policy, that this is What they 

are ‘going to do, then they consider that anybody who will not cooperate in 
that policy is a threat to the peace. Therefore they use the term "peace" 
as meaning really. a world dominated by Communism. ‘They use the phrase 

"peaceful. coexistence" as meaning those whd will cooperate in bringing 
about that Ikcind of a world. They use the word "war monger" as being someone 
who will stand firm in defense of a system of goverment of his own choice. 


QUESTION: ee Speaking of Soviet weapons » there are reports out of 
Germany to the effect that the Soviets have lined the air corridors Leading 
to Berlin with anti-aircraft missiles. Are these reports true? 


MR. NITZE; I think they are exaggerated, but it is true that they « do have 
enti~aircraft missiles and they have had for some time, in the corridors - 
through which Western planes fly, the air corridors into Berlin. | 


QUESTION: Has there been any increase of late? 


ΜΆ. NITZE:; I think there has been an increase. I think not as substantial 
es some of the reports have indicated. | 


“QUESTION: Do you agree with the growing view that the Soviet is pushing 
Berlin toward a new crisis, that Khrushchev is finally meady Ὁ to sign his 
long-delayed peace treaty with East Germany? 


MR. NITZE: This is a very dangerous situation in Berlin. The Comnunist 
tactics have been those "bit by bit, piece by piece" nerrowing the margin > 
- between what has existed in the vast and thé vitel interests of the West in 
᾿ς mainteining the freedom of Berlin. So that any further pressure by them can 
really impinge upon the vital interests of the West and therefore it is 
extremely dangerous if they go further. 


Now a peace treaty in itself is not important. the Russians once be-~ 
fore signed a peace treaty with the East Germen goverment, but this time, in 
view of all that hes gone on in the last two years, it may be that Mr. | | 
Khrushchev would think that he couldn't just sign e peace treaty, but that thet 
peace treaty would then have to be Solloved by action and what I say then is 
that any further encroachment would, I believe, impinge or rum the risk of 
impinging upon the vital interests of the West end the West has taken the 
firmest commitments to maintain those vital interests. 


QUESTION: + You So’ wna | es if you regard the Berlin situation ‘today as more 
critical than it was & year ago when the Wall went up.. Do you? ; 


MR. NITZE: In a wey, I do. 

. QUESTION: Do: ‘you think that the odds are that Mr. Khrushchev, after having 
threatened to sign the peace treaty for so 7028 is elmost certain to sigo one 
this fall, or this. winter? ᾿ 


7 MR. NITZE: I ‘vouldn't go that far. 


(Continued). 
QUESTION: You have spoken 


of the Soviet plen or strategy of trying to - 
whittle down our rights in West Be ΝΕ | | 


rlin. 


Do you think thet vy using armored cars, for exauple, to cerry their 
guerds to the Soviet memorial in the Western zone. . ethat the Soviets are 
seeking to,asseru an occupation role which they have not bed previously in the 
Western zoze? | : | 


OR, NITZE:° Welt, I think it mignt oe usefvl to go back to the history 
of this oceupetion regime. In 1945 the four-power allied commandatura was 
set up which was to occupy Berlin until ἃ peace ‘treaty, end each one of the 
nations, Russia, France, the U.S. and U.K, had control over one sector of 
Berlin, but pursuant to < policy which was to be decided by the four together. 
But in '48 the Russians withirew frou the four-power commendatura and since 
thet time the Western commandants heve haé no authority whatsoever in the 
Fast sector of Ber-in. 


Now wast the Russians are trying to do is to mgintain Russien 
presence in West Berlin amd to equate that with the Western access to West 
Berlin by the corridors ané tne air routes feeling that they would cut us 
off from any influence over the Easvern sector, and this is something that we 
do net propose to have equated. — | | . 


QUESTION: If the Berlin situztioa is e5 critical as you picture it, 
wouldnit iv be wise to delay the release of some of the Reserves called up 
last year, or, in fairness to them, immediately call into active service some 
of the new Reserves thet the President now wants authority to Celi into service? 


WR. WITZE: No. As I seid earlier, last year when this crisis arose, it 
lookeé quite probable that it woulda be not 2 short-term crisis but a long- 
term period of tension δας that thererore whet we should do wes dota to | 
increase our immediate strength by calling up the Reserves, but under that. 
cover of an increase of immediate strength %o puild long-term strength wrich 
wouldn't face us with the necessity of cailing up reserves end then releasing 
them. 80 to the extent that we can we would like to rely upon this increase 
Sn our combat-ready forces to hantle these crises. ; | 


: Le am 
«QUESTION: Part of the present crisis in West Berlin. . .stems from the 
fact that the Soviets are continuing to use their armored cars to carry their 
peaceful guards to this Soviet war memorial. Now that tensions heave abated 
somewnat. . ewoy don't we tell them "Get pack into the busses that you formerly 
used"? | | | | 


MR. {ΠῚ ΞΕ: I should think it would be appropriate if the Soviet Union did 
use busses rather then ermored cars. | | ΕΞ 


QUESTION: Are ve going to suggest that they do so? 
ΜΆ. NITZE: I wouldn't like to predict eyactly whet We are going to do. 


QUESTION: We have telked for many months shout taking the initiative in | 
τ Berlin end yet We still seem to be reacting chiefly to moves that the Soviet — 
makes. Can you think of any positive move we could take in Beriin to get the 

. Berlin problem off dead center? | . , | 


MR. NITZE: I am not aware of tnhes= words ebout taking the initiative in 
Berlin. I thought "taking tne initietive" cexe from another Administration. 
| . | | . (Continued) 
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Now when they know that this is their policy, ‘that this is what they | 

are going to do, then they consider that anybody who will not cooperate in 

that policy is a threat to the peace. Therefore they use the term "peace" 

@s meaning really. e world dominated by Communism. They use the phrase 

"peaceful coexistence" as meaning those who will cooperate in bringing 

about that kind of a world. ‘They use the word "war monger" as being someone 

who will stand firm in defense of a system of government of his own choice. 


| QUESTION: es-speeking of Soviet weapons, there are reports out of 
Germany to the effect that the Soviets have lined the air corridors leading 
to Berlin with anti-aircraft missiles. Are these reports true? 


MR. NITZE: I think they are exaggerated, but it is true that they do have 
anti-aircraft missiles and they have had for some time, in the corridors 
through which Western planes fly, the air corridors into Berlin. 


QUESTION: Has there been any increase of late? 


MR. NITZE: I think there has been an increase. I think not 85 substantial 
as some of the reports have indicated. 


-QUESTION: | Do you agree with the growing view that the Soviet is pushing 
Berlin toward a new crisis, that Khrushchev is finally ready to sign his 
long-delayed peace treaty with East Germany? | 


: MR. NITZE: This is a very dangerous situation in Berlin. The Communist 
tactics have been those "bit by bit, piece by piece" narrowing the margin 

- between what has existed in the past and the vital interests of the West in 
mainteining the freedom of Berlin. So that any further pressure by them can 
really impinge woon the vital interests of the West and therefore itis 
extremely dangerous if they go further. 


Now a peace treaty in itsel? is not importent. The Russians once be- 
fore signed a peace treaty with the East German government, but this Sime, in 
view of all that hes gone on in the last two years, it may be that Mr 
Khrushchev would think that he covldn't just sign e peace treaty, but that. that 
peace treaty would then have to be followed by action and what I say then is 
that any: further encroachment would, I believe, impinge or run the risk of 
impinging upon the vital interests or the West and the West has taker the © 
firmest commitments to maintain those vital interests. | 


QUESTION: You sound es if you regard the Berlin situation today as more | 
critical than it was a year ago when the wall went UB. De you? ; 


MR. NITZE: Ini 8. Way, I do. 


QUESTION: ‘Do you think that the odds are that Mr. Knrushchev, after having 
threatened to sign the peace treaty for so tong, is elmost certain to sign one 


this fall, or this winter? 


ες MR. NITZE: Ἱ wouldn't go that far. | 
ΝΣ τος | (Continued) | 
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nations, Russie, France, ‘the U.S. and U.K.; had control over one sector of 
Berlin, but pursuant to ε policy which was to be decided by the four together. 
But in hE the Russians withdrew fron the four-power comzsndetura and since 


thet tine “tne Western commandants heve hac no autnority whatsoever in the 
East sector of Ber-in. 


Now wast the Russians are trying tc do is to maintain Russien 
presence in West Berlin and to esuste that with the Western access to West 
Berlin by the corridors and the air routes feeling that they would cut us 


off from any influence over the Easvern 5 sector, and this is something thet we 
do net vropose to lave eouated. 


QUESTION: If the Berlin situation is as eritical as you picture it, 
wouldn't it be wise to delay the release cf some of the Reserves called up 
last year, or, in fairness to them, immediately call into active service some - 
of the new Reserves thet the President now wents authority to cali 13 into service? 


WITZE: Ne. As I said earlier, last year when this crisis arose, it 

Looked quite probable that it would be not a short-term crisis but a long- 
terz period of tension end thet therefore what we should do was potn to 
increase our immediate strength by calling up the Reserves, but under that 
cover of en increase of immediate strength to puild long-term strength which 
wouldn't face us τὰ the necessity of ceiling uo reserves end then releasing 
them. 80 to the extent that we cen we would like to rely upon this increase 
in our combet-z reacy forces to hencle these crises. 

- QUESTION: Part of the present crisis in West Berlin. . .stems from the 
fact thet the Soviets are continuing to use their armored cars to carry their 
peaceful guards to this Soviet war menorial. Now that tensions have abated 


somewnat. . .why don't we teil them "Get back into the busses ‘that you formerly — 
used"? | 


MR. HITZE: I should think it wolé be appropriate if the Soviet Union did 
use busses rather then ermored cars. | 


QUESTION: Are we going to suggest that they ao so? 
ΜΆ. NITZE: I wouldn't Like το predict exact! ly whet we are gol ng to do. 


QUESTION: We have talked for many months about taking the initiative in 
Berlin end yet we still seem to be reacting chiefly to moves tnat the Soviet 
mékes. Cen you think of any posiveve MOVE WE could take in Berlin to get the 
Berlin problem off dead center? | | | 


MR. NITZE: I am not aware of tnes= words about taking che initiative in. 
Berlin. I thought “teks ing the initietive" cexe from another Admini stration. 
_ ΝΣ | (Cont tinued ) 
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| is the Soviet Union thet is claiming 

. that Berlin 15. 6. source of tension and of danger to tne world and they are 

the ones wno are creating the incidents in orger to justify their claim. And 
we have been trying to demonstrate whet τ believe to be the truth and that is 
that Berlin: is not necessarily a source of tension. It has been possible 
over the years to live with this situation in Berlin and therefore we do τοῦς 
want to take the initietive to increase tension. We want to do the reverse, ; 
end that is to demonstrate that the Beriin situation could be e situstion 
with wability except for what the Soviets are doing. And this I think we are 
deronstrating in Berlin and therefore the intelligent course for us to do is. 
exactly what we are doing δρᾶ not to texe initiatives for initiatives’ sake. 


Qo) | | 
. In the Berlin situation there it 


QUESTION: . . .You think thet time is on our side Sn the Berlin crisis? — 


MR. NITZE: Tht 45 a somewhat different question, but basically I do 
think that. | Ν" , a 
QUESTION: ...the Administration has made the point I think thet, partly 
es a result of calling up more troops in the regular Army, and mobilizing 
᾿ς Reserves, that we have convinced Mr. Knrasnchev that we will fight to defend 
Berlin. | | | 


Do you agree that this message has gotten home to the Kremlin? 


MR.NITZE: I think it has...we haven't only increased the combat power 
pad mmbers of our ready divisions and the related mobility in aircraft anc 
munitions, but we have also taken very important steps with respect to 
strengthening our nuclear power. ΝΣ | 
“We aid double the rate of production of the Polaris submarine. We 
aid put in this big production progrem for +he Minuteman. We have put in 
very extensive warning and alarm systems. We have perfected the control of 
these systems. We-have put at least 56 percent of the B-52's on alert, 8 
15-minute alert, an airborne plert. The power of our nuclear forces is much 
greater than St was two years &G0, OT even a year ago, andl think this has 
- also contributed to impressing Mr. Khrushchev with the dengers he would face 
- Af he impinged upon Western Vital interests. | | 


QUESTION: . . .Russia has Just exploded its tenth nuglear shot in the 
atmosphere. From what we have been able to learn since it launched this. 


nuclear series, do we detect any more breakthrough or gain in this field? 


τ καὶ ame: Not that I em avare of. 
τς guRSifow: Ὁ . .Do you mean to imply any defense of Berlin would have to 
be a nuclear defense? » | . a ΝΣ | | 


WR, NETZE: I Gia not meen to imply thet, put I did meen to imply thet 
ο 811 the factors of force and strength are inter-related and Khrusnachev must 
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—CeENOUSTIETINE Ln ΒΈΕΒΙΤΞΕ and therefore the intelligent course for us to do is 
exactly what we are doing and not to teke initiatives for initietives' sake. 


QUESTION: ee eYOu think thet time is on our side in the Berlin: crisis? 


MR, NEDZE: That is a somewhat different question, but basically I do 
think that. | | | 
QUESTION: ...the Administration has made the point I think that, partly 
es a result of calling up more troops in the regular Army, and mobilizizg 
. Reserves, that we have convinced Mr. Knrusnehev that we will fight to defend 
Berlin. 


Do vou agree that this message has gotten home to the Kremlin? 


MR.NITZE: 1 think it has...we haven'*t only increased the combat power 

ἃ numbers of our ready divisions and the related mobility in aircraft and 

munitions, but we have also taken very important steps with respect to > 
strengthening our nuclear power. 


We did double the rate of production of the Polaris submarine. We 
did put in this ‘big production program for the Minuteman. We have put in 
very extensive warning and alam systems. Vie have perfected the control οὔ 
these systems. We have put at least 50 percent of the B-5e's on alert, a 
15-minute alert, an eirborne alert. The power of our nuclear forces is much. 
greater than it was two years 4&go, or even @ yeer ago, and I think this has 
also contributed to impressing Mr. Knrushchev with the dangers he vould face 
if he inpinged upon West vera vital interests. 


QUESTION: : . « enussia has just exploded. its tenth nuclear shot in the 
etmosbhere. From what we have been able to learn gince it launched this 
| nuclear series, do we detect any more breakthrouga or gain in this field? 
MR, NITZE: Not that I em aware of. 


. QU STON: oe .Do you mean to iuply any defense of Berlin» would have to 
be a nuclear defense? 


τς ΜΆ, NETZE: I did not meen to imply that, but I did mean to imply thet 
811 the factors of force and strength are inter-relat ted and Khrusachev must 


see that. 
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